Arkansas ESEA
Flexibility




What Are ESEA and NCLB?

U The Elementary and Secondary Education Act
gESEA) was passed in 1965 to provide federal
unds to reduce achievement gaps between
economically disadvantaged students and
middle class students.

U No Child Left Behind (NCLB) was created by
congress to reauthorize ESEA. This was signed into
law by George W. Bush in January of 2002.

U NCLB had Proficiency targets that we re the same
for all schools based on state averages.

U NCLB targets increased by around eight percent
per year. By 2014, the proficiency targets were
100 percent.




Why Request Flexibility?

If & school missed the NCLB proficiency targets for several
ears, they had to use twenty percent of their Title | Part A
unds on school choice and supplemental educational
services. They also had to spend ten percent of their Title | Part
A funds on professional development.

I Under Flexibility, schools are not required to spend their Title |
Part A funds on school choice, supplemental educational
services and professional development

| Flexibility targets are unique to each school. Targets were
created based on each school 0s

I The Arkansas ESEA Flexibility Request was approved by the US.
Department of Education on June 29, 2012.
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Reduce Gaps

U To calculate the proficiency gap :
each s c peocentpposicient and
advanced In %/ear 2011 was
subtracted trom 100.

U The graduation rate gap for 2010 was
subtracted from 100 to get the
graduation rate gap.

U Annual Measurable Objectives
(AMOs) were calculated to reduce
proficiency, growth and graduation
rza(l)tf?gaps by fifty percent by year




Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOs)

If the percent proficient and advanced
In 2011 was 76%, the proficiency gap
was 24% (100-76). The proficiency gap
must be cut in half In six years -
reduced by 12% (24/2) during the six
years. The yearly reduction would be
2% (12/6). Therefore, the 2012 AMO
would be 78% proficient and

advanced. The 2013 AMO would be
80% proficient and advanced.




Amendment to Arkansas
Flexibility, October of 2012

U Schools get credit for meeting AMOs if they
reach the 90 ™ percentile of the state
distribution for performance or growth and
graduation rate (for high schools). The 90 t
percentile of distribution is shown below:

U Literacy Performance 91 percent
U Math Performance 92 percent
U Literacy Growth 93 percent

U Math Growth 81 percent

U Graduation Rate 94 percent




Growth Used in ESEA Calculations

U Growth trajectories show scores that students
need each year in order to be proficient by
the eighth grade.

U Match student identification numbers from the
last test to their grade 3 growth calculations.

U Percentage meeting growth is the number of
students In a school that met growth divided
by the number applicable for growth. If a
student is highly mobile or a match is not
found based on student identification |
numbers, the number applicable for growth Is
reduced.




Mobile Students

U Not continuously enrolled in the same
school from October 1 through the
date of the test.

U Mobile students are included In
percent tested calculations.

U Mobile students are not included In
percent proficient and percentage
meeting growth.




Targeted Achievement Gap
Group (TAGG)

U TAGG includes Economically
Disadvantaged Students, English Learners
and Students with Disabilities.

U A student is only counted once in the TAGG
even If he is in more than one TAGG
subgroup .

U Non-TAGG students are the students who
are not in a TAGG student subgroup.




Four-Year Adjusted
Cohort Graduation Rate

U The number of students who graduate in four years with a
regular high school diploma divided by the number of students
who form the adjusted cohort for the graduating class. From
the beginning of 9th grade, students who are entering that
grade for the first time form a cohort that is subsequently
ocoadjustedd by adding any students
cohort later during the 9th grade and the next three years and
subtracting any students who transfer out, emigrate to another
country, or die during that same period.

U Students who repeat a grade starting with grade 9, then
transfer to a different school, are not added to the cohort of
the receiving school.

U Arkansas uses lagging graduation rates so that students who
graduate by August 15 can be included as graduates.
Lagging means that graduation rates are one year behind
other accountability measures. The 2013 graduation rate Is
used in reports along with test scores from 2014.




Cohort Graduation Rate Websites

U Graduation rates for years 2010 through 2013 are
avallable on the School Performance website:
http:// www.arkansased.org/divisions/public -
school -accountability/school -
performance/graduation _ -rate .

U US. Department of Education federal guidance
on graduation rate calculation is on website:
http :// www.arkansased.org/public/userfiles/Public
School Accountability/School Performance/Fed
eral_Guidance for High School Graduation_Rate
_USDOE_NonRegulatory Guidance.pdf.
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Flexibility Labels

Achieving

Needs Improvement
Needs Improvement Focus
Needs Improvement Priority
Exemplary
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Achieving and Needs
Improvement

oe Achieving, both the All Students group
TAGG meet AMOs for Performance, or

00t

n groups meet  AMOSs for growth.

U Percent tested must be at least 95 percent for

ooth the All Students group and TAGG.

U Graduation Rate targets must be met for both

the
uIfa

All Students group and TAGG
school does not meet requirements to be

achieving, then they are classified as needs
Improvement.




Needs Improvement Focus

I Focus schools include 10% of Title | schools with the largest
TAGG/Non -TAGG gaps. Non -Title | schools with the same size
gaps were also included

I Achievement gaps were calculated by subtracting the three
year TAGG percent proficient and advanced in math and
literacy from the Non -TAGG three year percent proficient and
advanced in math and literacy within each school. If the

school Non -TAGG group was less than minimum N (25), the
medi an of al | -TAGGHS8.8%) svas companed to
the school TAGG .

I The three year TAGG percent proficient and advanced (prof)
IS the number (#) of TAGG students prof in 2011 for math plus #
prof in 2011 for literacy plus # profin 2010 for math plus # prof
In 2010 for literacy plus # prof in 2009 for math plus # prof in
2009 for literacy divided by the number of TAGG students

tested in math and literacy in 2009, 2010 and 2011.

I Toexit Focus or Priority, a school must meet AMOs for two
consecutive years for All Students and TAGG, have percent
tested 95% and make satisfactory progress on their Targeted
Improvement Plan or Priority Improvement Plan.




Added Ranks for Priority Label

U A. Schools were sorted from highest to lowest for the
Eercentage of students proficient in mathematics in 2011.
ach school was assigned a rank based on this order with 1
representing the best.

U B. Schools were sorted from highest to lowest for the
percentage of students proficient in literacy in 2011. Each
school was assigned a rank based on this order with 1
representing the best.

U C. An overall rank for 2011 academic achievement was
obtained by summing the ranks for math and literacy

U D. Calculate 2010 and 2009 overall ranks.

U E. A 3-year progress ranking was obtained by summing the
2009, 2010 and 2011 overall rank values.

U F. Afinal combined rank score was obtained by creating a
weighted sum that included overall rank for performance in
2011 and the overall 3 -year progress rank. Three -year progress
was weighted 1.0 and 2011 performance was weighted . 80.




Priority 0 Sample Calculation

U Three year total rank = 2011 math rank (914) +2011
literacy rank (963) + 2010 math rank (967) + 2010
literacy rank (957) + 2009 math rank (939) + 2009
literacy rank (922) = 5662.

U Weighted Rank Value (WRV) = 7164 = 3 Year Total
Rank (5662) + .80 * 2011 Total Rank (1502).

U Schools with a Weighted Rank Value greater than
/7100 were identified as Priority Schools

U Priority schools are the lowest five percent of
Arkansas Title | Schools based on proficiency from
2009 through 2011. Non -Title | schools with
corqwmlensurate low performance were also Priority
schools.

U Tier I or Tier Il schools using SIG funds for a school
Improvement model were Priority schools.




Exemplary Performance

U Divide the number of non -mobile students who were
at least proficient for math and literacy for 2009 through
2011 by the number of non -mobile students tested
during the 3 years .

U 2011 Exemplary schools were at or above the 99th
percentile (grades K -5) or the 95th percentile (grades 6 -8
and 9 -12). Schools were eliminated for significant gaps in
subgroup performance or graduation rates. Schools

were not exemplary if percent tested was less than 95
percent or graduation rates were less than the state

median graduation rate £83.78). Starting in 2012, all
subgroups with at least 25 students had to meet growth

and performance AMOs to remain exemplary.




Exemplary Progress

U Divide the number of non -mobile students
who were at least proficient for math and
literacy for 2008 through 2010 by the number
of non -mobile students tested during the 3
years.

U For progress, subtract the 2008 through 2010
weighted average percent proficient from
the one for 2009 through 2011.

U Calculate the distribution of progress.
Exemplary schools were at or above the
99th percentile (grades K -5) or the 95th
percentile (grades 6 -8 and 9 -12).




Exemplary Schools by Category

U Using data from 2009, 2010 and 2011, there were eight
schools designated High Performance (three year
proficiency ranged from 89.79 to 98.08).

U Six schools were designated High Performance High
TAGG (proficiency ranged from 75.86 to 91.94 an
percent TAGG was greater than 70.7).

U Two schools were designated High Progress
(proficiency gain ranged from 5.56 percent to 11.06
percent).

U Three schools were designated High Progress High
TAGG (proﬂuency_gam ranged from 11.45 percent to
19.85 and percent TAGG was greater than 98.7 ).




Color Coded Report

Section and Overall Status

Needs Improvement

Percentages




ADE Data

U The student growth trajectories are on the ADE
Data Center at

https :// adedata.arkansas.gov/asgt

U Districts may correct their ESEA data on  the
ADE Data Center at

https://adedata.arkansas.gov/ace

U The 2014 ESEA flexibility reports and AMOs are
on the ADE Data Center at
https :// adedata.arkansas.gov/arc

U AIPs and IRIs are on the ADE Data Center at
https :// adedata.arkansas.gov/asis
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ESEA Assessment

Corrections Engine
(ACE)




School Accountability
Statuses

High Performance

High Progress

High TAGG Performance
High TAGG Progress

Met all AMQO’s for Performance and

or Growth
Needs Does not meet performance,
Improvement graduation rate or growth AMQO’s for
All Students and TAGG
Needs Schools with the largest, persistent
Improvement gaps between Non-TAGG and TAGG
Focus students

School with persistently lowest
achievement in math and literacy




ESEA Reports

x Meet 95% testing on all students and TAGG group in
both literacy and math

x Meet the established individualized annual
measurable objective (AMO) for status, and growth
If school contains any students in Grades  4-8, in both
literacy and math

x Meet the established individualized annual
measurable objective (AMO) for prior year
graduation rate for schools that include 12th grade
students.




ESEA Reports Contain:

Percent proficient

and advanced

gPercentage
erformance)

AMO targets for
performance and
growth (if school has
at least one of the
grades 4 through 8 )

Number tested under
the growth heading
(records matched to
previous year for
growth)

Percent of students
with growth
(Percentage Growth)




